naroia Melsoerg 

Route 8, Frederick, Md. 21701 

3/6/73 

Mr, Lester H. Lerin 
Levin, Krsis, Ruskin & Gyory 
55 Liberty St. 

New York, N.Y. 10005 

Lear Kr. Levin, 

Allan Rosenberg has sent me a copy of your 2/26/75 letter to him, captioned 
Weiaborg v. A & A Distributers. Inc , in response to your reading of a copy of my 
letter to Allan, Your letter, which I take to be a negative, also tells mo that you 
have more knowledge of publishing than most lawyers. Because of this you jumped to 
conclusions that in this case are not valid or not controlling. In the hope that on 
learning the facts you may find you can be helpful or might refer me to another lawyer 
in that position, I write further, 

1 will be preparing summaries in more detail than this letter, I had hoped to be 
able to prepare them by now, • 

My work has been aimed pretty squarely at the FBI, I have sued it with success. 

Just last week the court of appeals for the District of Columbia remanded one to the 
federal district court and specified that I be permitted to address the nature of the 
FBI’s allegations in the court below. It is not possible to inquire into the political 
assassinations without invest! gating the FBI. '^his I have done. I have thousands of 
pagBB of FBI reports and have reprinted quite a few in facsimile. (I have committed 
no improprieties.) When I was having trouble getting my first book published a member 
of tho Senate Judiciary Committee, who tried to help mo after reading the manuscript 
but found himself unable to, told me that each time I left a publisher’s office a 
federal agent entered. I did not believe this then or for years but more recent events 
suggest his seemingly paranoid opinion is not much exaggerated. I now do have farbons 
of federal surveillance on me. There is overt criminality in some cases. I can t 
explain this away as normal commercial dishonesty. Two different postal inspectors 
have told me there are mall-fraud cases. They accepted one of their choaing and then 
fell silent, I have correspondence on all of this. But I am not implying and I do not 
believe that federal "protection" is involved in all cases. 

There are two New York City book wholesalers who owe me $4,900+ and $4,600+. 

They do not respond to letters, 1 have written both recently, I spoke to one in June. 

They bought books and did not pay for them. They returned some that were damaged and 
failed to oaks claims for them although I notified in writing. Under Maryland law I can’t 
sue for tbu damaged shipments. % coincidence, the local lawyer I consulted just returned 
his files on this to me. The books were the property of the wholesalers, not nine. 

Meredith contracted with me, through "Jay Labid", v.ho is really the anthologist 
ran Adler, to use certain specified passages of two of ay books in an anthology. 

They in fact plagiarised and entire chapter, used it to defame me, and to date I have 
not received anr payment. My last letter went unanswered. They had promised to pay end 
to do something about the unauthorised use. They also published another book which usee 
ay copyrighted material, including error , ^his error was exclusively mine. They are aware 
of this, professed the Intention of doing something to make it good, and haven t, Jhis is 
all oovered in specific, extensive correspondence. In the second instance, there was no 
contract, permission was neither sought nor offered. 

Probably the largest sums are involved with Loll. Dell and a subsidiary rejected 
my first book throe times and then came to me for it after I made a best-seller of it in 
the underground format. We had two contracts, one for them to buy, without return provision 
but qt a special, low price, 8,000 copies of the underground book to use in promoting 
their reprint, tho second for the reprint. They have paid for about 500 copies of the 
original book only. Their accounting for the reprint is fraudulent and probably fraudulent 



wi tnout access to tiiuir ooa«ca. 

Hot from personal knowledge but fron what I was told by a former executive employee 
thcdlr o u np ute rs are fed by more than ouo set of tapes, They can sop from their camputero 
whatever figures they my do sire. Vhat tu?ir booka will ohoii I don t know, aa you realise, 
without emaiiiing then. Dell also owns its own printing plant , go its records can be 
more compatible with intended use or riisuae. However, there ar-j irrefutable proofs in 

g poeeeaaiaiu One is copies of an entire edition for which they liaww not accounted and 
•shich they hare never made reference, /unothor proof ia an affidavit filed by Dell in 
Louisiana in response to a spuriouo suit filed there by a racist, revanchist Cuban. At 
Isnus in the affidavit was twins. The affidavit accounts for JhriLfie the sales for which 
I was paid. Tiie original contract was for an initial printing of a quarter of a nillion. 
copies. In the first month there wore two reprints, ^oll Alleges each was for 50,000 
copies only, which hardly oaken sense. It also dados to have sold e total of only about 
170,000 of the admitted 550,000 copies printed. However, tl* unaccounted fourth ppdntiiwr 
of which I have copies was about five souths later. It does not soon reasonable that 
with no re than half of the print on hand thero would bo a totally unaoceoiory pointing. 

Vhy print one core copy when they plain to have hoc core tlian 100,000 copies on hand? 

Ifc is only by an accident in the shipping departs. -nt that k no* of tlu; fourth printing. 

They vers seat tc ce as freebees. Dell has also' sold the bock in tenitorieo not covered 
in XYyj contract. 

In the coses of tiuj lawsuit by tl&; ^uban, I was lt*d to believe, despite the contrac'b- 
iml provision holding no to account for alleged libel, whether or not real, that because 
there was no libel one because the suit could bo used to promote the book. Ddl would 
tha defense. s.»Lm reprintod a chapter. Hie initial suit was against Sam and mo. 

The fiuit was anended by this fascist to include Dell. Later, without consulting trc$ Doll 
agreed in & letter to counsel for that it would pay legal costs and arrange for local 
oounsol and divide the costs equally between the three of uo. However, it took the total 
costs, about $5,000, fron oy royalties. Later, when I complained and complained, it 
defruaded both and me by getting 2&jm. to pay half the costa and refu n di n g that 
half only to me. Thus Dell avoided paying any of the coots it liad agreed to share, 
and simply took fronag ae half of itc tliird chare. 

Through a mutual friend I did arrange for A ‘ew fork council in tlio Dell and Keredith 
casco. He has oopios of all this evidence and said it was an operwuicL-ehut case. Ho 
also said as you tell Allan, that with proof a oettlenont is often possible. However, 
to has net done anything. I don't knot/ why and whan I asked I got no answer. By moil. 

The Dell case is really more grevous, but I doubt the fill extent of the crookedness 
c nn be established b-cuuso tho agent who vac then representing oc would not do any more 
business with Dell if he testified, ns ho promised to. The reprint contract gave Dell first 
turudovn on ay second book. Tiioy did turn it down and ^ published it iqyself. Vhan tlis 
reprint of tho first vent or ary they cacc to do for the second. For six months Dell adp» 
vcrti 3 cd the first as ita only bestselling work of non-fiction. I have tlie ads. The man 
who repr scented nc with tho firot book wont abroad for a year and arranged for another 
to represent no. This second uan was pressured and pressured by Deli for the reprint 
Tights to the aecondL book. I h«l d back because Dell had not promoted thu; first book and 
bocaun: I wonted a better advance than they offered. To get no to agree, Doll told this 
agent, not tuo months after appearance of the firct bock, that they had already sold 
435,000 copies and oinply had to have tlie second book. They did clY3 nc an advance of 
#15,000 on -Jte second book and when they did, I signed. This agent told ne tliat a Dell 
vice president had told Mb tho initial, early sale was of 435,000 copies with tho How 
fork lawyer listening in on an extension phono.With any reprinting aftor an Initial 
print of 250,000 copies, the 455,000 figure aay well bo accurate, whether or not the 
proof can be found in thoir books, cooked or honest. 
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The date of the first Dell printing of my first book, itHITLWAi>H, is December lyth* 

The date on the fourth iB April 1967* I do have copies of the accountings, Thoy make 
no reference to tills fourth printing and in no way account for any oopy of it. I find 
it liard to believe that Dell will defends itsolfl by claiming that the affidavit filed 
in the Louisiana court and executed by the vice president who really runs the companies 
is perjurious# 

Whether or not such things are the foregoing consttituo mail fraud I do not know. 

They are not wnat I referred to earlier, hoae oases have to do with my book on the 
Martin Luther *±ng as^ssination, FRAKS-U?. 

If you believe the affidavits, the copies of the unaccounted printing and the 
oo^tract for the purchase of copies of the original book are a basis for any kind of 
action, in court or looking tow aid a settlement, I would take the time to ask for access 
to the books. The flimflam with the charges for the Louisiana suit were by Doll's staff 
counsel, Stephen Bair, if you consider that night gLve a handle on him. It was all by 
mail. Adding these up, the total is about $25,000, without whatever might bo shown by 
their books, 

I published FRAME-UP in a limited edition, a larger book titled COUP D'ETAT and 
including more than the king assassination, I contracted with the firm then called Outer- 
bridge <fc Dieristfrey, now Outerbridge Lasard. This may appeal to be more complicated. I 
will give you the details if you want them. In brief, they have not paid the agreed 
advance (here the postal inspector said there seems to be nail fraud). They have made 
spurious charges. They have admitted that soma of these charges were spurious. They 
have repaid some. They have agreed to owing eld other moneys. The contract called for me 
to get all the remainders. They offered then to me in writing this past October at the 
best offer they 'nad gotten. I accepted. They agreed to accept as the initial payment on 
these remainders what they admitted owing no, and I agreed to await a final bill at 
their request, to save them coots. They did not want to have to handle the stock more 
than once and said they would hill me on shipping. I im. .ediataLy arranged to be able to 
pay the balance at the appointed time. I did not have the money but a lawyer friend in 
Washington assured me he would provide it. If it is not relevant, ho will so testify. 

It is the fact and he had also said he voula lend me the initial payment prior to 
®uterhirdg8 agreeing to use what lie admitted owing me as ibis down payment. In accepting 
the October offer of about 5,000 books at 500 each I asked that all books be included, 
which is what the contract specifies, and I wqb told in ’.netting that I would get 10®i 
of the unsold books, including all later returns. All of this was by mail except for the 
agreement on the dowb payment and with Outerbridge* s knowledge I taped that phone conversa- 
tion. To date I have not gotten a single book. They admit letting herboro have a thousand. 
They have not, as I repeatedly a3ked, gotten the return of the unsold portion of those 
books they let Marboro have. I hate recent receipts for the continued, sale of what I 
believe is my property by Marboro. Giant in Washington also £idvertLsed thi9 book for 
Xmas. There has been no response to my complaint about that illegal Bale. The unpaid 
part of the agreed advance is $5,600 + interest since 2/6/71 • I expected to sell all the 
copies of Frame-Up I bought at $10,000, except for sales to book stores and institutions, 
where the probably price would have been $7.50 on most. Or, up to another approximately 
$27,000. Those of my letters dealing with this that I regarded as more important for 
proof wore sent certified and I have receipts plus responses, where responses were made. 
After sum weeks the last is unanswered. 

I rather suspect that the federal government Is more uptight about FRAME-UP than any 
of my other work now, for a variety of reasons, the two mos$ obvious being that it reports 
in detail ay winning of a summary judgement in a suit for evidence it suppressed by confis- 
cating it from the British court, with tho collaboration of the British Government , and 
the irrefutable proof that ICLeindienst is a liar, in this case 30 certified by tha State 
Department. All these proofs are printed in facsimile, I have more than I printed. As a 
lawyer you nay be interested in the end product of one of the more recent instances of 
federal arrogance in th±3 matter. It was misrepresented by the federal attorney before 
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the first page, 71—1026. Xhis attracted tho interest of the panel, they asked what 
lay behind it, and the Department of Justice itself was forced to tell the court that 
the now Attorney General lied. 

So, there are political overtones in all these cases, whether or not there is 
political intrusion. For the most part, I do not believe there has been. Before going 
to the postal inspector I showed some of the evidence to a Washington lawyer. His opinion 
was that there was mail fraud. The failure of the postal inspector to respond to any 
letters or to return what he has of my files smacks of political determination. There 
is a fairly wide-spread belief, particularly among liberal lawyers, that I ki»™> Warren 
for all that happened in ay writing. A his is not true. I am, in fact, the closest tMn c 
he lias to a defender among any who have criticized the work or the Report of his Cota- 
mission. Tho Introduction to my first book is explicit enough on this, but opinions 
where passions are involved often do not rest on fact or knowledge. The hi gh reputation 
Soman Hedlich enjoys among liberal Hew York lawyers has also been an inhibition. 

In giving you sums of money I have been conaervayive. I believe legitimate claims 
can be made for more. There is the interest I have actually paid, non-performance under 
contracts -and this has been very costly - and in the case of the chapter Meredith used 
without sanction or payment, at that time I was negotiating for a talking record on which 
I was to have read that chapter. I recorded a sample. When the doctor told me to 
move my wife from where we lived, having been told that Dell would be paying something 
like *55,000 in September 1067, I went into debt for the home in which we now live. 

This has led to many serious pwhleos for us. I used all my capital for the down payment 
and thus was put out of publishing* 

Because of tlie overtones partly indicated above v and because of trust in An fi p 
based on knowing him when we were both younger and working for the Senate, I asked him 
for help. His confidence in you is more than we need to impart the same confidence. I 
do hope you can see your way clear to helping us, by taking the cases or by Hrfn £ ^ 
locate other counsel who would and whoso lives are not complicated. 

Sincerely, 



Qos All an Rosenberg 



Harold Weisberg 



